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Art Unit: 3628 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over The disclosed prior art (the entire background of the invention, also 
see pg 12, paras 1 under detailed description to pg 13 lines 1-18). 

Re claim 1 . The disclosed prior art discloses a method for approving asset 
secured credit requests comprising the steps of: (a) taking applicant 
identification information from an applicant in a first location (see fig.1, 
element 10); (b) sending at least some of the applicant identification 
information to a decision maker in a second location (see fig.1, element 
14); and (c) receiving a decision from the decision maker (see fig.1, 
element 12, also see pg 13 lines 12-13); except for wherein the step of 
sending at least some of the applicant identification information to a 
decision maker in a second location comprises (d) entering the at least 
some of the applicant identification information into a wireless 
communications device; (e) transmitting the applicant identification 
information to the decision maker via a signal transmitted by the wireless 
communications device; and wherein the step of receiving a decision from 
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the decision maker further comprises: (f) receiving a decision from the 
decision maker via a signal received by the wireless communications 
device. However, It was known at the time of the invention that merely 
providing an automatic means (i.e., wireless) to replace a manual activity 
(i.e., mail) which accomplishes the same result is not sufficient to 
distinguish over the prior art, In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 120 USPQ 193, 
194 (CCPA 1958). In other words, there is no enhancement found in the 
claimed step other than the known advantage of increased speed. The 
end result is the same as compared to the manual method. It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to automate, using wired or wireless communication, the manual 
step of transmitting and receiving the applicant identification information to 
the decision maker because this would speed up the determining step 
which is purely known and expected result from automation of what is 
known in the art. Further, it is old and well-known to transmit and receive 
data using wireless communication and since applicant identification 
information stated supra (large or small information) is a form of data, 
nothing unobvious is seen to have been involved simply having employed 
these well-known steps as claimed (i.e., (e) transmitting the applicant 
identification information to the decision maker via a signal transmitted by 
the wireless communications device; and wherein the step of receiving a 
decision from the decision maker further comprises: (f) receiving a 
decision from the decision maker via a signal received by the wireless 
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communications device). 

Re claim 2. The disclosed prior art does not explicitly disclose the method 
wherein said step of transmitting the applicant identification information 
comprises transmitting only the applicant identification information. The 
disclosed prior discloses the method wherein the step of transmitting the 
applicant identification information comprises transmitting a large amount 
of information, such as an identification of the purchaser and his present 
assets and liabilities and an identification of the asset (or product) to be 
used as security for the purchase (see pg 1 paras 2 under background, 
also see pg 13, lines 9-12). However, if it occurs to the parties involved 
that transmitting large volume of information together with applicant 
identification information slows down the asset-secured credit application 
processing, it would have been obvious and commonsensible to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to streamline the transmitting process by 
transmitting the most vital information, such as applicant identification 
information, first, and transmitting the non-vital information last, in order to 
speed up the credit application process. 

Re claim 3. The disclosed prior art discloses the method wherein the 
applicant identification information is the minimum data required to identify 
a potential borrower (i.e., multiple details to identify the applicant, see pg 
1, last line). 

Re claim 4. The disclosed prior art discloses the method further 
comprising a step of preparing contractual documents using more 
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information than the information transmitted to the decision maker to 
prepare the contractual documents (i.e., completed contract, see pg 2, 
lines 3-6, also see pg 13 lines 14-18). 

Re claim 5. The disclosed prior art discloses the method step of preparing 
contractual documents using more information than the information 
transmitted to the decision maker to prepare the contractual documents 
comprises the steps of: taking asset information from the applicant; taking 
payment and banking information from the applicant (see pg 13 lines 9- 
16); except for entering the asset information and the payment and 
banking information into the wireless communications device; and printing 
the contractual documents using the wireless communications device at 
the first location. However, It was known at the time of the invention that 
merely providing an automatic means (i.e., wireless) to replace a manual 
activity (i.e., mail) which accomplishes the same result is not sufficient to 
distinguish over the prior art, In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 120 USPQ 193, 
194 (CCPA 1958). In other words, there is no enhancement found in the 
claimed step other than the known advantage of increased speed. The 
end result is the same as compared to the manual method. It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to automate, using wired or wireless communication, the manual 
step of entering the asset information and the payment and banking 
information; because this would speed up the determining step which is 
purely known and expected result from automation of what is known in the 



Application/Control Number: 09/881 ,034 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3628 

art. Further, it is old and well-known to enter, transmit and receive data 
using wireless communication and since the asset information and the 
payment and banking information are form of data, nothing unobvious is 
seen to have been involved simply having employed these well-known 
steps as claimed (i.e., step of entering the asset information and the 
payment and banking information). 

Re claim 6. The disclosed prior art discloses the method wherein the step 
of preparing contractual documents is performed by the decision maker 
(see pg 13 lines 14-16, also see pg 2 lines 3-5). 
Re claim 7. The disclosed prior art discloses the method wherein 
transmitting involves at least in part transmission over a packetized data 
network (i.e., PDN, see fig.2, element 20). 

Re claims 8 and 9. The disclosed prior art does not disclose the method 
wherein the wireless communication device is a portable wireless 
communication device. However, portable wireless communication/hand 
held computing device are old and well-known in the art. 
Re claim 10. The disclosed prior art discloses the method wherein the 
decision maker is an automated decision maker (see fig.2). 
Re claim 1 1 . Claim 1 1 recites similar limitations to claim 1 ,and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 1 . 
Re claim 12. Claim 12 recites similar limitations to claim 3, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 3. 
Re claim 13. Claim 13 recites similar limitations to claim 4, and thus 
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rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 4. 
Re claim 14. Claim 14 recites similar limitations to claim 5,and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 5. 
Re claim 15. Claim 15 recites similar limitations to claim 6,and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 6. 
Re claim 16. Claim 16 recites similar limitations to claim 7, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 7. 
Re claims 17 and 18. Claims 17 and 18 recite similar limitations to claims 
8 and 9 supra, and thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the 
rejection of claims 8 and 9. 

Re claim 19. Claim 19 recites similar limitations to claim 10, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 10. 
Re claim 20. The disclosed prior art further discloses a method for 
approving asset secured credit requests, comprising the steps of: (a) 
entering applicant identification information; (b) transmitting only the 
applicant identification information to a decision maker; and (c) receiving a 
decision on how much credit to offer from the decision maker (see pg 13, 
lines 1-16). The disclosed prior art does not expressly disclose using 
wireless communication to carry out the method steps stated hereinabove. 
However, It was known at the time of the invention that merely providing 
an automatic means (i.e., wireless) to replace a manual activity (i.e., mail) 
which accomplishes the same result is not sufficient to distinguish over the 
prior art, In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958). In 
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other words, there is no enhancement found in the claimed step other than 
the known advantage of increased speed. The end result is the same as 
compared to the manual method. It would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to automate, using 
wired or wireless communication, the manual step of approving asset 
secured credit requests, comprising entering the asset information and the 
payment and banking information; transmitting only the applicant 
identification information, and receiving a decision on how much credit to 
offer from the decision maker because this would speed up the 
determining step which is purely known and expected result from 
automation of what is known in the art. Further, it is old and well-known to 
enter, transmit and receive data using wireless communication and since 
identification information, asset information and the payment and banking 
information are all form of data, nothing unobvious is seen to have been 
involved simply having employed these well-known steps as claimed. 
Re claim 21. Claim 21 recites similar limitations to claim 13, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 13. 
Re claim 22. Claim 22 recites similar limitations to claim 12, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 12. 
Re claim 23. Claim 23 recites similar limitations to claim 13, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 13. 
Re claim 24. Claim 24 recites similar limitations to claim 5, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 5. 



Application/Control Number: 09/881 ,034 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3628 

Re claim 25. Claim 25 recites similar limitations to claim 7, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 7. 
Re claims 26 and 27. Claims 26 and 27 recite similar limitations to claims 
8 and 9 supra, and thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the 
rejection of claims 8 and 9. 

Re claim 28. Claim 28 recites similar limitations to claim 6 supra, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 6. 
Re claim 29. Claim 29 recites similar limitations to claim 10 supra, and 
thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 10. 
Re claim 30. Claim 30 recites similar limitations to claim 20 supra, and 
thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 20. 
Re claim 31. Claim 31 recites similar limitations to claim 22 supra, and 
thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 22. 
Re claim 32. Claim 32 recites similar limitations to claim 31 supra, and 
thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 31. 
Re claim 33. Claim 33 recites similar limitations to claim 5 supra, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 5. 
Re claim 34. Claim 34 recites similar limitations to claim 7 supra, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 7. 
Re claims 35 and 36. Claims 35 and 36 recite similar limitations to claims 
8 and 9 supra, and thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the 
rejection of claims 8 and 9. 

Re claim 37. Claim 37 recites similar limitations to claim 10 supra, and 
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thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 10. 
Re claim 38. Claim 38 recites similar limitations to claim 6 supra, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 6. 
Re claims 39. The disclosed prior art further discloses In a method for 
securing approval of an asset-secured credit transaction, in which 
information is collected at a first location and is submitted to a second 
location for transaction approval and preparation of contract 
documentation (see pg 13 lines 1-16), except for the improvement which 
comprises: (a) determining the information necessary to be collected for 
transmission to the second location; (b) segregating such information into 
a first set of information and a second set of information, said first set 
comprising information necessary for credit approval and said second set 
comprising the remaining information; (c) collecting at least the first set of 
information at said first location; (d) transmitting said first set of information 
to the second location; (e) awaiting the receipt of a decision on the 
granting of credit sent from said second location; and (f) if a decision 
favourable to the granting of credit is received from said second location, 
then transmitting the second set of information to said second location. 
However, if it occurs to the parties involved that transmitting large volume 
of information together with applicant identification information slows down 
the asset-secured credit application processing, it would have been 
obvious and commonsensible to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
streamline the transmitting process by transmitting the most vital 
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information (i.e., first set of information), such as applicant identification 
information, first, and transmitting the non-vital information (i.e., second 
set of information) last, in order to speed up the credit application process. 
Further, it is old and well-known to transmit and receive data using 
wireless communication and since the set of information stated supra i.e., 
first, second, third etc, are all form of data, nothing unobvious is seen to 
have been involved simply having employed these well-known steps as 
claimed hereinabove. 

Re claim 40. Claim 40 recites similar limitations to limitation (f) in claim 39 
above, and thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection 
of claim 39. 

Re claim 41 . The disclosed prior art discloses the method, in which the 
information is removed from the first location (i.e., car dealerships, 
hardware stores, department stores etc, see pg 1, paras 1 under 
background) to a third location (i.e., customer's home, or customer's place 
of business see pg 1 , paras 1 under background) in a stored form prior to 
transmission, and is transmitted to the second location (i.e., the decision 
maker's location, see pg 1, first two lines of paras 2 under background) 
from the third location. The disclosed prior art does not expressly state if 
the said information stated supra is a first set of information or a second 
set of information. However, if it occurs to the parties involved that 
transmitting large volume of information together with applicant 
identification information slows down the asset-secured credit application 
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processing, it would have been obvious and commonsensible to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to streamline the transmitting process by 
transmitting the most vital information, such as applicant identification 
information, first, and transmitting the non-vital information last, in order to 
speed up the credit application process. Further, it is old and well-known 
to transmit and receive data using wireless communication and since the 
set of information stated supra i.e., first, second, third etc, are all form of 
data, nothing unobvious is seen to have been involved simply having 
employed these well-known steps as claimed hereinabove. 
Re claim 42. Claim 42 recites similar limitations to claim 41 , and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 41. 
Re claim 43. Claim 43 recites similar limitations to claim 8, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 8. 
Re claim 44. Claim 44 recites similar limitations to claim 7, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 7. 
Re claim 45. Claim 45 recites similar limitations to claim 39, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 39. 
Re claims 46 and 49. Claims 46 and 49 recite similar limitations to claim 4, 
and thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 
4. 

Re claim 47. Claim 47 recites similar limitations to claim 41, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 41. 
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Re claim 48. Claim 48 recites similar limitations to claim 40 above, and 
thus rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 40 . 
Re claim 50. Claim 50 recites similar limitations to claim 41, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 41 . 
Re claim 51. Claim 51 recites similar limitations to claim 8, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 8. 
Re claim 52. Claim 52 recites similar limitations to claim 7, and thus 
rejected using the same art and rationale in the rejection of claim 7. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to OJO O. OYEBISI whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8298. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30A.M-5:30P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, HYUNG S. SOUGH can be reached on (571)272-6799. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 




